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CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
URBAN PLANNING AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION 

STAFF REPORT 
Community Planning and Preservation Commission 

Certificate of Appropriateness Request 
Report to the Community Planning and Preservation Commission from the Urban Planning and Historic 
Preservation Division, Planning and Development Services Department, for Public Hearing and Executive 
Action scheduled for Tuesday, July 12, 2022, beginning at 2:00 p.m., in Council Chambers of City Hall, 175 
Fifth St. N., St. Petersburg, Florida. Everyone is encouraged to view the meetings on TV or online at 
https://www.stpete.org/connect_with_us/stpete_tv.php. 
According to Planning & Development Services Department records, no member of the Community 
Planning and Preservation Commission has a direct or indirect ownership interest in real property located 
within 2,000 linear feet of real property contained with the application (measured in a straight line 
between the nearest points on the property lines). All other possible conflicts should be declared upon the 
announcement of the item. 

Case No.: 22-90200049 
Address: 730 28th St N 
Legal Description: STRUTHER'S REPLAT LOT 2 

Parcel ID No.: 14-31-16-85608-000-0020 
Date of Construction: 1951 
Local Landmark: Kenwood Section – Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District (18-90300008) 
Owner: Sean O'Brien 

https://www.stpete.org/connect_with_us/stpete_tv.php
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Request: Review of a Certificate of Appropriateness for alterations at 730 28th St N, to 

include the following: 
After the Fact: 

• Removal of non-historic alley-facing garage door  
• Enclosure of historic garage door opening with Hardi-Board siding 
• Installation of two vinyl sash windows in enclosed garage opening 

Proposed: 
• Replacement of rear wood privacy fence 
• Expansion of the existing alley-facing parking pad to accommodate a 

second vehicle as required by NT-2 standards 

Historical Context and Significance 
The Masonry Vernacular residence at 730 28th St N, constructed in 1951, features Mid-Century influences 
such as a low-pitched hipped roof, steel casement windows with faux shutters, horizonal banding in the 
stucco exterior material, and decorative metalwork surrounding the front stoop. With the exception of 
the enclosure of the breezeway between the street-facing residence and alley-facing semi-detached 
garage, the subject property retains its historic form as well as the majority of its historic, albeit simple, 
ornamentation. Overall, it provides a highly intact representation of early post-War infill in the Kenwood 
area.  

 
Figure 1: Sanborn Map of St. Petersburg (sheet 348, clipped), 1952, with subject property highlighted 

Project Description and Review 

Project Description 
The subject property was purchased in July 2021 by the current owner, who undertook the work of 
enclosing the alley-facing attached garage as living space without COA or Building Permit. A Codes Case 
(22-0000389) resulting from a citizen complaint was initiated on February 16, 2022, and the owner 
subsequently visited City offices to begin the process of applying for After the Fact permits and close the 
Code violation.  
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The property owner stated upon first meeting with historic preservation staff that he had not been aware 
of the requirement for a COA when performing exterior work to the subject property. Although he had 
initially planned to replace several historic steel casement windows, as shown in the original scope of 
work described in Appendix A, the plans were revised to include retention of the existing historic windows 
after discussion of the Design Guidelines for Historic Properties with historic preservation staff. Likewise, 
the proposal to replace the rear wooden fence with a horizontally oriented fence was revised to include 
a fence with vertically oriented boards. 
Following conversations with Historic Preservation and Development Review Services staff, the revised 
scope of work for this COA application is: 
After the Fact 

• Removal of non-historic garage door at alley-facing garage opening, 
• Infill of opening with Hardi-Board siding, 

• Installation of two vinyl sash windows in original garage opening. 
Proposed 

• Replacement of an existing six-foot privacy wooden fence with vertically oriented boards, 
• Expansion of the existing alley-facing driveway with a gravel pad to provide second required off-

street parking space. 

Figure 2: Non-historic garage door in opening prior to 
enclosure (applicant photo) 

Figure 3: Hardi-Board siding and vinyl sash windows 
installed as part of garage enclosure (applicant 

photo) 
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Figure 4: 2019 Google Street View of property from alley 

General Criteria for Granting Certificates of Appropriateness 

1. The effect of the proposed work on the landmark or the property upon which such work is 
to be done. 
Overall Historic preservation best practices recommend utilizing space within the 
consistent existing footprint of a building when rehabilitating to accommodate 

contemporary uses. As such, the enclosure of the existing garage to afford 
additional bedroom/bathroom space is an approach consistent with this 
standard. 
In order to recognize the historic use of accessory spaces such as garages, it is 
recommended that a reference to historic openings such as garage doors be 
retained. This, too, has been accomplished by the applicant through the slight 
recess of the wall infill. Staff might have suggested windows within the infilled 
opening that more sensitively blend within the historic opening, but given the 
alteration's location facing a rear alleyway and its low visibility from the primary 
public space of the local historic district, staff finds this criterion to be generally 
satisfied. 

2. The relationship between such work and other structures on the landmark site or other 
property in the historic district. 
Consistent As noted, the visibility of this alteration from other properties and public spaces 

in the subject district is quite low. 
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3. The extent to which the historic, architectural, or archaeological significance, architectural 
style, design, arrangement, texture and materials of the local landmark or the property 
will be affected. 
Somewhat An ideal approach to this garage enclosure would be to visually replicate a 
Inconsistent garage door from the exterior and minimize the visual impact of the new 

window openings. 

4. Whether the denial of a Certificate of Appropriateness would deprive the property owner 
of reasonable beneficial use of his or her property. 
Information 
not provided 

5. Whether the plans may be reasonably carried out by the applicant. 
Consistent The garage conversion has already been completed and the applicant has paid 

after the fact permit and COA fees to cure the resulting Codes Violation. 

6. A COA for a noncontributing structure in a historic district shall be reviewed to determine 
whether the proposed work would negatively impact a contributing structure or the 
historic integrity of the district. Approvalof a COA shall include any conditions necessary 
to mitigate or eliminate negative impacts. 
Not The subject property is listed as a contributing property. 
applicable 

Additional Guidelines for Alterations 
1. A local landmark should be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that 

requires minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and 
environment. 
Consistent The subject property is, and will continue to be, a single-family residence. 

2. The distinguishing historic qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its 
environment shall be preserved. The removal or alteration of any historic material or 
distinctive architectural features shall be avoided when reasonable. 
Generally The garage door that was removed was not historic material but did serve a 
consistent historic function. The infill of the opening with horizontal Hardi-Board partially 

references a wood or horizontally banded metal garage door that would likely 
have been present in this opening historically. The vinyl sash windows detract 
from this reference but are not highly visible. 

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes 
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or 
architectural elements from other buildings without sufficient documentary evidence, 
shall not be undertaken. 

Consistent The proposal does not incorporate conjectural features or elements from other 
properties. 
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4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance 
in their own right shall be retained and preserved, as appropriate. 
Consistent 

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship 
that characterize a property shall be preserved. 
Consistent The property owner has agreed to retain and preserve existing historic steel 

casement windows, rather than replace them as originally proposed, following 
confirmation from Development Review Services that they satisfy egress 
requirements for the newly created bedroom in the historic garage. 

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity 
of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match 
the old in design, texture, and other visual qualities and, where reasonable, materials. 
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or 
pictorial evidence. 
Not applicable This project has not included the removal of historic materials. 

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic 
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be 
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. 
Consistent No harsh treatments have been proposed or observed. 

8. Significant archaeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and 
preserved if designated pursuant to this section. If such resources must be disturbed, 
mitigation measures shall be undertaken. 
Not The subject property is not located within a known archaeological sensitivity 
applicable area. 

Summary of Findings, Certificate of Appropriateness Review 
Staff evaluation yields a finding of the following criteria being met by the proposed project: 

• General Criteria for Granting Certificates of Appropriateness: 3 of 4 relevant criteria satisfied. 
• Addition Guidelines for Alterations: 5 of 5 relevant criteria met. 

Staff Recommendation 
Based on a determination of general consistency with Chapter 16, City Code of Ordinances, staff 
recommends that the Community Planning and Preservation Commission approve with conditions the 
Certificate of Appropriateness request for the alteration of the property at 730 28th St N, a contributing 
property to the Northwest Kenwood Local Historic District, subject to the following: 

1. Wooden fencing will feature vertical boards and satisfy Zoning requirements for fence placement 
and height. 

2. A historic preservation final inspection will be required. 
3. All other necessary permits shall be obtained. Any additional work shall be presented to staff for 

determination of the necessity of additional COA approval. 
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4. This approval will be valid for 24 months from the date of this hearing, with an expiration date of 
July 12, 2024. 



 
   

 

  

Appendix A: 
Application No. 22-90200049 and Correspondence Regarding 

Revisions 
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Laura Duvekot

From: Laura Duvekot

Sent: Friday, May 13, 2022 11:00 AM

To: 'sean_patrick@comcast.net'

Subject: COA Application 22-90200049

Attachments: 22-90200049 Invoice.pdf

Good morning –  
 
Thank you for submitting the application for after-the-fact garage enclosure, a new fence, and window replacement. The 
public hearing for the request will be held on July 12, 2022 beginning at 2pm in Council Chambers, City Hall (175 5th St N, 
St Petersburg). 

1. Fees: The invoice for the application is attached. It can be paid in person at the Municipal Services Center 
Cashier, or by mailing a check to my attention at PO Box 2842, St. Petersburg Florida, 33731.  

2. Public Notice: Our office will reach out to you approximately 3-4 weeks before the hearing with a public notice 
packet that contains a copy of a letter to be mailed to owners of all property within 300 feet of the subject 
property, mailing labels, and a list to be stamped with a Certificate of Mailing at the post office. Our staff report 
with recommendations for the Commission will then be posted online a week before the hearing. 

3. Public Hearing: At the hearing, staff will give a presentation summarizing the staff report. The owner or an agent 
(such as an architect) then will have up to 10 minutes to present if you choose to. If you'd like to have a 
presentation or any images queued up for your presentation, please send them to me by the day before the 
hearing. If there is a registered opponent (there generally isn't for residential property alterations), they'll also 
have up to 10 minutes to speak. Public comments can be made, if anyone has appeared to speak. Staff, the 
owner, and the opponent if one exists will also have time for cross-examination and closing remarks, but again, 
this seldom happens with residential projects of this nature. The Commission may discuss the project and ask 
any questions of staff, the owner/agent, and anyone else who has spoken, and then they take a final vote. 
If approved, building permits related to the COA can be released 10 days after the hearing.  

4. Parking: I’ll be coordinating with Zoning throughout the process to make sure feedback is consistent. I believe 
you indicated you would be adding a parking spot for compliance. Please submit a site plan showing this change. 

5. Fence: Your application shows horizontal wood fencing, which is generally considered to be too contemporary 
for Kenwood’s pre-War urban landscape. I will be recommending a more traditional vertical-board fence. 

6. Windows: The windows at the former garage appear to be the building’s original steel casement windows. Steel 
casements are also present at the remainder of the primary residence and appear to be in good condition. These 
are a lovely and character-defining element of the subject property, and my recommendation would be to retain 
them if possible. Are you proposing replacement only to meet egress requirements? If this is the case, my 
recommendation would be to satisfy these requirements with windows at the historic garage opening, rather 
than to remove historic material.  
In addition, I’ll note that we typically recommend that any new windows match the historic by being recessed in 
the wall plane and feature external, contoured, three-dimensional grids/muntins. Can you clarify the proposed 
grid type? 

 
Many thanks. Please let me know if I can assist with anything as the hearing date approaches. Have a great weekend.  
 
Best regards, 
 
Laura Duvekot 
Historic Preservationist II 
Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division 
Planning and Development Services Department 
City of St. Petersburg, Florida 
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727.892.5451 
laura.duvekot@stpete.org 
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Laura Duvekot

From: Sean O'Brien <sean_patrick@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, May 17, 2022 4:00 PM

To: Laura Duvekot

Subject: Re: COA Application 22-90200049

Attachments: COA Revised Site Plan - 05-17-22.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

 

Laura,  
 

Thanks for the feedback.  Please see my comments below in black 

 
 

On May 13, 2022, at 10:59 AM, Laura Duvekot <Laura.Duvekot@stpete.org> wrote: 
 

Good morning –  
  
Thank you for submitting the application for after-the-fact garage enclosure, a new 
fence, and window replacement. The public hearing for the request will be held on 
July 12, 2022 beginning at 2pm in Council Chambers, City Hall (175 5th St N, St 
Petersburg). 

1. Fees: The invoice for the application is attached. It can be paid in person at the 
Municipal Services Center Cashier, or by mailing a check to my attention at PO 
Box 2842, St. Petersburg Florida, 33731.  Ok  

2. Public Notice: Our office will reach out to you approximately 3-4 weeks before 
the hearing with a public notice packet that contains a copy of a letter to be 
mailed to owners of all property within 300 feet of the subject property, 
mailing labels, and a list to be stamped with a Certificate of Mailing at the post 
office. Our staff report with recommendations for the Commission will then be 
posted online a week before the hearing. Ok 

3. Public Hearing: At the hearing, staff will give a presentation summarizing the 
staff report. The owner or an agent (such as an architect) then will have up to 
10 minutes to present if you choose to. If you'd like to have a presentation or 
any images queued up for your presentation, please send them to me by the 
day before the hearing. If there is a registered opponent (there generally isn't 
for residential property alterations), they'll also have up to 10 minutes to 
speak. Public comments can be made, if anyone has appeared to speak. Staff, 
the owner, and the opponent if one exists will also have time for cross-
examination and closing remarks, but again, this seldom happens with 
residential projects of this nature. The Commission may discuss the project 
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and ask any questions of staff, the owner/agent, and anyone else who has 
spoken, and then they take a final vote. 
If approved, building permits related to the COA can be released 10 days after 
the hearing.  Ok 

4. Parking: I’ll be coordinating with Zoning throughout the process to make sure 
feedback is consistent. I believe you indicated you would be adding a parking 
spot for compliance. Please submit a site plan showing this change. Sorry 
about that, I thought I included it on the survey/site plan.  See the attached 
revised site plan showing the expanded parking area.  The existing paver 
driveway is 12’w x 23’ d.  I’ll add a 6’w x 23’d area of gravel to the north of the 
existing pavers with a wood border.  This will provide the two required 9’ x 18’ 
parking spaces. 

5. Fence: Your application shows horizontal wood fencing, which is generally 
considered to be too contemporary for Kenwood’s pre-War urban landscape. I 
will be recommending a more traditional vertical-board fence.  If that’s the 
case, I’ll most likely just leave it as is.  However, I would like to see what other 
types of vertical fencing would be acceptable if I decide to replace it. 

6. Windows: The windows at the former garage appear to be the building’s 
original steel casement windows. Correct.  Steel casements are also present at 
the remainder (to clarify, there are (2) 3’x3 windows and (1) 3’X4’ window on 
the west elevation and (2) 3’x4’ windows on the south elevation that were 
already replaced with vinyl single hung no-grid windows by a previous 
owner.  The balance are the original steel casement windows and are in good 
condition) of the primary residence and appear to be in good condition. These 
are a lovely and character-defining element of the subject property, and my 
recommendation would be to retain them if possible. I agree.  Are you 
proposing replacement only to meet egress requirements? Yes and no, see my 
comment below.  If this is the case, my recommendation would be to satisfy 
these requirements with windows at the historic garage opening, rather than 
to remove historic material. While this is certainly an option, the layout of that 
room does not lend itself to having the windows extend any closer to the 
interior raised floor and to the driveway on the exterior.  The size and 
placement of the existing windows allow for a bed to be placed below them 
and to limit the security concern of having such large windows accessible 
directly from the alley way.   

 
 

6. My preference would be to keep the original steel casement windows as 
well.  I can easily modify one of the bedroom windows to meet egress 
requirements without changing the aesthetics.  They do not meet current 
wind codes, but I can provide provisions for hurricane shutters for each.  I’m 
not sure if there is anything that can be done to make them meet the energy 
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code.  I posed this exact scenario to Scott Hancock a few weeks ago and he 
didn’t think that this would work because they don’t meet wind or energy.  If 
there’s a way past that let me know, I’m all for keeping them. 

 
 

6. In addition, I’ll note that we typically recommend that any 
new windows match the historic by being recessed in the 
wall plane and feature external, contoured, three-
dimensional grids/muntins. Can you clarify the proposed 
grid type? 

 

The (2) windows in the old garage opening are flush mounted to the new exterior siding, but the 
entire opening enclosure is recessed from the face of the existing block wall.  These are vinyl 
windows with no grids that match the previously replaced windows mentioned above.   
 

If the (2) existing casement windows on the north and south elevations of the garage need to be 
replaced, I don’t see any issue with keeping them recessed from the block wall.  If they need to be 
replaced, the grids will be mounted internally between the two panes of glass with the pattern 
shown on the window drawing/specs and will not be external or contoured.   
 

The Breezeway window on the north elevation is currently installed flush with the wood siding.  If 
it needs to be replaced, it will be installed in a similar fashion as there is no way to recess it.  The 
grids will be internal as well and of the pattern shown on the window drawings/specs.   
 

Please let me know as soon as possible as to which window option is going to be acceptable for 
each case.  As I’m sure you are aware, window costs keep rising and the lead times keep getting 
longer. 
 

Thanks, Sean 

 

Many thanks. Please let me know if I can assist with anything as the hearing date 
approaches. Have a great weekend. 
  
Best regards, 
  
Laura Duvekot 

Historic Preservationist II 
Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division 

Planning and Development Services Department 

City of St. Petersburg, Florida 

  
727.892.5451 
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laura.duvekot@stpete.org 
  
 
Your Sunshine City 

  
<22-90200049 Invoice.pdf> 
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Laura Duvekot

From: Donald L. Tyre

Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2022 8:50 AM

To: Linda Dana; Petya Getsova; Laura Duvekot

Cc: Angela F Mckinnon; Thomas R. Rice

Subject: RE: Request for Approval of Engineer's Affidavit - 730 28th St N // 22-04001394

Make sure all trades in Naviline or E-plan have been rejected, and the applicant should be notified when the review is 
complete with comments. We can’t place the plan review on hold pending the CPPC hearing, the plan review trades will 
need to be rejected and they can resubmit after the hearing.  This permit is after the fact and has never been issued, so 
all work needs to stop on site until a permit is approved and issued. There is an active Code Enforcement Case 22-
00003889 and the applicant may be cited by Code Enforcement or issued a hearing notice until the permit is approved.  
 
Donald Tyre 
Building Official  
City of St. Petersburg  
Planning and Development Services 
727-893-4153 
Donald.tyre@stpete.org 
 

From: Linda Dana <Linda.Dana@stpete.org>  
Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 11:27 AM 
To: Petya Getsova <Petya.Getsova@stpete.org> 
Cc: Donald L. Tyre <Donald.Tyre@stpete.org>; Angela F Mckinnon <Angela.McKinnon@stpete.org> 
Subject: RE: Request for Approval of Engineer's Affidavit - 730 28th St N // 22-04001394 
 
This is from Laura, I am routing to Zoning and then I will put in reject drawer. Laura states Customer is ware of this. 
 

Thank you, 
Linda Dana 
Lead Permit Technician  
City of St. Petersburg 
Ph:   727-551-3015 
LINDA.DANA@STPETE.ORG 
 

Effective 10/1/21 all requests for electronic plan review (ePlan Review) will be handled through 
the eplanreview@stpete.org mailbox. To get started email a completed permit application and a member of 
the ePlan team will contact you 
 
To pay fees, schedule inspections, apply for online permit or ePlan review please click the link below 
https://actiononline.stpete.org/Click2GovBP/index.html 
 
E-plan review turnout time: 
Doors & windows – 3 days or less 
Residential projects – 14 days 
Commercial projects – 21 days 
Re-submittals and revisions – 7 days 
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Here is a link to the Property Card and Elevation Certificate link on the City 
Website:  https://www.stpete.org/business/building_permitting/building_permits.php 
 
 
 
From: Laura Duvekot <Laura.Duvekot@stpete.org>  
Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2022 9:16 AM 
To: Linda Dana <Linda.Dana@stpete.org> 
Subject: RE: PERMIT 22-04001394 
 
I have it. The project needs to go to CPPC and is currently scheduled for hearing July 12, which means permits can be 
released no earlier than July 22. Should I mark it RFC and bring it down or hold it? 
 
Best regards, 
 
Laura Duvekot 
Historic Preservationist II 
Urban Planning and Historic Preservation Division 
Planning and Development Services Department 
City of St. Petersburg, Florida 

 
 

From: Petya Getsova <Petya.Getsova@stpete.org>  
Sent: Tuesday, May 24, 2022 9:25 AM 
To: Linda Dana <Linda.Dana@stpete.org> 
Cc: Donald L. Tyre <Donald.Tyre@stpete.org> 
Subject: RE: Request for Approval of Engineer's Affidavit - 730 28th St N // 22-04001394 
Importance: High 
 
Good morning Linda, 
 
What’s the eta on this application? It was approved by BLDG & I assume was routed to ZONE for review? 
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From: Donald L. Tyre <Donald.Tyre@stpete.org>  
Sent: Wednesday, May 18, 2022 8:26 AM 
To: Petya Getsova <Petya.Getsova@stpete.org> 
Subject: FW: Request for Approval of Engineer's Affidavit - 730 28th St N 
 
Can you check the back ground on the property address and see if you have any affidavit inspection letters, SWO, Codes 
cases, emails ……. 
I assume this will be a homeowner’s permit and most of the work is already complete. ARES permit 22-04001394 in 
process. Project is not in a flood zone. 
 
Donald Tyre 
Building Official  
City of St. Petersburg  
Planning and Development Services 
727-893-4153 
Donald.tyre@stpete.org 
 

From: Sean O'Brien <sean_patrick@comcast.net>  
Sent: Tuesday, May 17, 2022 1:50 PM 
To: Donald L. Tyre <Donald.Tyre@stpete.org> 
Subject: Request for Approval of Engineer's Affidavit - 730 28th St N 
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

 

Mr Tyre,  
 

My name is Sean O’Brien and last July I purchased a home at 730 28th Street N in St Pete.  I left 
my job in Atlanta in late 2019 and sold my house there in 2021.  My original intent was to come 
down and explore the area while living in, and renovating, the home.  My plan was to convert 
the garage into a master bedroom/bath/closet as well as updating the finishes of the existing 
living areas.  Since I was not adding to, or changing the original footprint of the home, I did not 
think that a permit was required.  In addition, there was water and sewer (hot and cold washer 
connection and a utility sink) and electrical already serving the garage.  With this mindset, I 
proceeded to move forward with the planned renovations.  
 

I apologize for my lack of due diligence regarding the local permitting requirements. It was not my 
intent to skirt the regulations and I am committed to doing what is needed to be in full 
compliance.  Since receiving the code violation notice, I have taken the following steps to pursue 
the necessary permits and approvals: 

 Submitted a Legal Premises Agent Form 

 Submitted drawings and specs for the building permit 

 Submitted the COA application for the July 12th public hearing 

The current state of the renovation is as follows.  All work was done per the 
submitted permit drawings: 

 Removed existing 8’w x 7’h metal garage door 

 Garage door opening has been filled in with wood framing, OSB 
siding, house wrap and Hardi-board siding 

 Garage floor has been raised with wood framing 
and decking approximately 15” from the existing SOG  

 Framed the bathroom and closet to the underside of the existing hip 
roof joists 

 Installed 1/2" drywall throughout, on new 2”x4” wood framing and 
new wood furring strips over the existing block walls. 

 Filled all exterior CMU cells (for the entire house) with Core Fill 500 
foam insulation. 
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 Installed R-19 batt insulation in between the existing 2”x6” hip roof 
joists 

 Installed T&G cedar in the bedroom and bath ceilings and 1/2” 
drywall in the closet ceiling 

 Plumbing rough-in is complete for a new toilet, curbed shower and 
dual sink vanity 

 Relocated the washer/dryer hookups and outlets to the adjacent 
room 

 Electrical work is complete for the new rooms 

 Installed a 1-ton mini-split HVAC unit to serve the new rooms 

I am confident that the work competed to date is code compliant.  The plumbing, HVAC and 
electrical work was done by licensed contractors.  The drywall hanging and finishing was done by 
an individual with extensive commercial drywall experience.  The balance of the work I’ve done 
myself.  
 

I am respectfully requesting your approval for the acceptance of an Engineer’s Affidavit for this 
work.  I have photos of most of the work and am willing to open up and expose whatever the 
engineer wants to see.  This will allow me to move forward immediately with buttoning up 
the remainder of the work while moving through the permitting and COA approval process.  I 
understand this will be a my risk if the necessary approvals are altered or not obtained for what’s 
already in place. 
 

I have met with Zoning and the necessary setbacks and parking requirements will be met.  I have 
also received feedback from Historical and it appears to just be a matter of window types and 
additional parking as mentioned above. 
 

I greatly appreciate your consideration of this request.  Please let me know if you have any 
questions or require any additional information. 
 

Sincerely, 
Sean O'Brien  
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